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STATE OF INDIANA

INDIANA UTILITY REGULATORY COMMISSION

IN THE MATTER OF THE INDIANA

UTILITY REGULATORY COMMISSION’S CAUSE NO. 42530 S1
INVESTIGATION OF MATTERS

RELATED TO COMPETITION IN THE DISMISSAL ORDER

TELECOMMUNICATIONS INDUSTRY IN
THE STATE OF INDIANA PURSUANT TO
IND. CODE 8-1-2 ef seq.

A S g

BY THE COMMISSION:
Larry S. Landis, Commissioner
Abby R. Gray, Administrative Law Judge

On April 15, 2005, the presiding officers issued a docket entry in the above-
captioned Cause granting the Indiana Office of Utility Consumer Counselor’s (“OUCC”)
Motion to Remove 911/E911 Issues to Either a Subdocket or Separate Cause. On
November 6, 2006, the OUCC filed a Motion to Dismiss 911/E911 Sub-docket. No
responses were filed.

The Commission, being duly advised in the premises, now finds as follows:

1. OUCC Motion. The Motion states that at the time the request for a
subdocket was made, OUCC staff reasonably believed that county officials that enter into
contracts with Indiana telecommunications service providers for 911/E-911 dialing
functionality and related services would have an interest in participating in the
Commission’s investigation of those particular issues but would not be interested in
participating in the broader investigation in the main phase of this Cause. Thus, the
OUCC requested the Commission address these issues in a subdocket.

OUCC states that since that time, no counties have entered appearances,
submitted complaints, filed notice of any issues or requested any hearings in this
subdocket. Further, since the time of the dismissal of the main docket on March 29, 2006
due to H.E.A. 1279, state agencies have promoted and fostered the state-wide deployment
of E-911 capable technology, which is now available throughout the State of Indiana for
landline and wireless telecommunications service customers. OUCC also states that
OUCC staff has established lines of communication with community leaders, industry
representatives and other state agencies or offices involved in 911/E-911 issues, which
will help to prevent or resolve any future complaints. Thus, the OUCC no longer expects
such complaints to be brought to the Commission in this subdocket.
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2. Findings. In the event a future investigation is warranted, a new
investigation can be opened under a new cause number. Therefore, based upon the
OUCC Motion, the Commission finds that this subdocket should be dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED BY THE INDIANA UTILITY
REGULATORY COMMISSION that:

1. This Cause is hereby dismissed.
2. This Order shall be effective on and after the date of its approval.

GOLC., LANDIS, SERVER AND ZIEGNER CONCUR; HARDY ABSENT:
APPROVED: MAR 2 2 2007

I hereby certify that the above is a true
and correct copy of the Order as approved.

Coxinie S. Childrgss
Acting Secretary to the Commission




